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PREFACE 
 
The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 requires that the social, economic, and 
natural environmental impacts of any proposed action of the federal government be analyzed for 
decision-making and public information purposes.  There are three classes of action.  Class I Actions 
are those that may significantly affect the environment and require the preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  Class II Actions (categorical exclusions) are those that do not 
individually or cumulatively have a significant effect on the environment and do not require the 
preparation of an EIS or an Environmental Assessment (EA).  Class III Actions are those for which 
the significance of impacts is not clearly established.  Class III Actions require the preparation of an 
EA to determine the significance of impacts and the appropriate environmental document to be 
prepared – either an EIS or a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI). 
 
This document is a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed widening of I-75 
from M-102 (8 Mile Road) to M-59 in Oakland County, Michigan.  It describes and analyzes 
proposed alternatives and the measures taken to minimize harm to the project area. It will be 
distributed to federal, state, and local agencies for review and comment.  A public hearing on this 
document will then be held.  Public and agency comments will be summarized in a Final EIS and 
responses will be provided.  Any necessary changes resulting from the comments will be made.  Once 
these changes and additions have been made, the FEIS will be forwarded to the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) with a recommendation that a Record of Decision (ROD) be issued.  The 
ROD will act as the Location/Design Approval document, allowing the project to move forward to the 
design stage, if approved and when funding is identified. After design is completed the right-of-way 
acquisition and construction phases will occur.  However, at this time, no funding has been identified 
for activities beyond this environmental / planning stage.  
 
This document was prepared by a consultant working with the Michigan Department of 
Transportation (MDOT), in cooperation with FHWA.  Representatives from the following divisions 
within MDOT participated:  Design, Project Planning, Real Estate, Construction and Technology, 
Traffic and Safety, and the Metro Region.  Information was also furnished by other federal and state 
agencies, local units of government, public interest groups, an Advisory Council of stakeholders and 
interested local groups, and individual citizens. 
 
This DEIS may be reviewed at: 

• MDOT’s Lansing office, 425 West Ottawa Street (third floor), Lansing, MI 48909 
• MDOT’s Metro Region office - 18101 W. Nine Mile Road, Southfield, MI 48075 
• MDOT’s Transportation Service Center - 2300 Dixie Highway, Waterford, MI 48238 
• Oakland County Community and Economic Development Department - County Service 

Center, 1200 North Telegraph Road, Building 34 East, Pontiac, MI 48341 
• Auburn Hills Library - 3400 East Seyburn Drive, Auburn Hills, MI 48326 
• Bloomfield Township Library – 1000 Lone Pine Road, Bloomfield Hills, MI 48302 
• Detroit Library - 5201 Woodward Avenue, Detroit, MI 48202 
• Ferndale Library – 300 East Nine Mile Road, Ferndale, MI 48220 
• Hazel Park Library - 123 East Nine Mile Road, Hazel Park, MI 48030 
• Madison Heights Library - 240 West 13 Mile Road, Madison Heights, MI 48071 
• Royal Oak Library - 222 East Eleven Mile Road, Royal Oak, MI 48068-0494 
• Troy Library - 510 West Big Beaver Rd., Troy, MI 48084 

 
Technical documents referred to in this DEIS that support the decision-making process are available 
at the three MDOT offices listed above.  Summaries of the DEIS and technical documents are 
available at all locations.   
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